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Abstract. Introduction. In the worldview of the Turkic peoples, the belief in the afterlife held a 
significant place and was clearly reflected in the architectural construction and artistic decoration of 
mausoleums. The ancient Turks believed in life after death, and this belief was embodied in their 
burial rituals and tomb-building traditions. With the spread of Islam, these concepts were enriched 
with new religious notions and found expression in mausoleum architecture and epitaph inscriptions.
Research objectives and tasks. The main objective of the study is to analyze the reflections of the 
afterlife belief among the Turks in mausoleum architecture and decorative elements. The tasks are: 
to identify pre-Islamic Turkic burial traditions; to determine the influence of Islam on mausoleum 
architecture; to examine the religious-symbolic meanings of epitaph inscriptions and ornamental 
patterns; and to reveal the religious, social, and cultural functions of mausoleums. Results. Based on 
archaeological evidence and written monuments, the study analyzes the manifestations of the belief 
in life after death in the mausoleum construction of the ancient Turks. The structural solutions and 
decorative elements of mausoleums were directly linked to eschatological beliefs. During the Islamic 
period, mausoleums fulfilled not only religious but also socio-cultural functions. Inscriptions and 
ornaments on gravestones reflected the synthesis of Islamic principles and folk beliefs. Conclusion.

The afterlife belief of the Turkic peoples occupied an important place in their mausoleum architecture 
and artistic traditions. This phenomenon demonstrates the continuity between the pre-Islamic and 
Islamic periods and contributed to the formation of the cultural heritage of the Turkic-Islamic 
civilization.
Keywords: Turks, afterlife belief, mausoleum, architecture, decoration, gravestone, ornament, 
Islamic tradition
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[Fig. 1 - From the Pazyryk Burial Site (N. Diyarbekirli)] 
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[Fig. 2 - Yakutiye Madrasa in Erzurum (G. Schneider)] 
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[Fig. 3 - Casket (Tombstone) on the Dome of Katib Sinan Mosque in Istanbul] 
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[Fig. 4 - Green Tomb in Bursa: Masterfully Ornamented Ceramic Mihrab] 
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[Fig. 6. Scene from the Depiction of the Funeral Ceremony of Sultan Suleiman the Magnificent (S. Saatci)] 
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[Fig. 7 - -Ansari in Istanbul] 
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[Fig. 10 - Gravestone with Fruit Depiction (from the Karacaahmet Cemetery)] 
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Abstract. Introduction. The article examines the contribution of D. Kunaev to the industrial 
development of Kazakhstan and its transformation into the industrial resource base of the Soviet 
Union in 1960-1986. The purpose of this study, defining the corresponding tasks, is to use objective 
evidence and materials relating to the activities of D. Kunaev, reveal his role in the industrial 
development of the KazSSR, emphasize his contribution to the industrial development of the Union 
State (USSR) and determine the significance of his activities in this industry for independent 
Kazakhstan. Materials and methods. In addition to the historical-genetic and historical-comparative 
methods the theory of ethnic mobilization was used. The research also used methods of qualitative 
sociology: discourse - analysis of texts and speech practices of the leaders of the USSR and the 
Kazakh SSR, personal documents. Results. The archival documents and other sources used made it 
possible to objectively assess the results of the industrial development of the Kazakh SSR                                     
in 1964-1986.Conclusions. In the course of the study, it was convincingly possible to prove that 
through his activities D. Kunaev not only played an outstanding role in transforming Kazakhstan into 
the industrial resource base of the USSR, but also objectively laying the foundations for the existence 
and successful industrial development of sovereign Kazakhstan.
Key words: D. Kunaev, Alma-Ata, KazSSR, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the KazSSR, 
First Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan, Baikonur,                                    
Pavlodar, Karaganda, Karatau, Mangyshlak, L. Brezhnev, A. Kosygin
For citation: Cherepanov K. Kazakhstan as an Industrial and Raw-Material Base of the Soviet Union 
during the Leadership of D.A. Kunaev (1964–1986) // Scientific Journal “Central Asian courier”. 
2025. Vol. 1. No. 1. Pp. 26-38. (In Eng.). DOI: 10.64970/3105-241X_2025_1_1_26-38
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Introduction. D.A. Kunaev is one of the most important figures in the history of Soviet 

Kazakhstan. Having first assumed a responsible political position as Deputy Chairman of the Council 
of People’s Commissars during the most difficult years of the Great Patriotic War, he remained at the 
pinnacle of political, economic, and scientific leadership of the Kazakh SSR until the end of 1986, 
retaining his leadership role literally “from Stalin to Gorbachev.” The time of his constructive activity 
and work in various responsible positions within the republic and the Soviet state became an entire 
“epoch” in the history of Kazakhstan. Studying and researching this period is one of the most 
important tasks for modern Kazakhstani historians. 

In this study, we focus on one – yet very significant – aspect of Kunaev’s long-standing activity: 
his contribution to the industrial and economic development of Kazakhstan. 

The profession of a mining engineer, a specialist in gold and non-ferrous metals, was by no 
means chosen by chance by the young Dimash Kunaev as his life’s work. This choice not only 
reflected the personal inclinations and ambitions of a young man, but also corresponded to the level 
of economic development in the region and the recently discovered wealth and resources, which still 
had to be properly exploited. Kounrad, Balkhash, Ust-Kamenogorsk, Ridder (Leninogorsk) – these 
were the milestones of Kunaev’s professional career as a mining engineer and production worker, a 
path that lasted for nearly six years. When, in early June 1942, he became Deputy Chairman of the 
Council of People’s Commissars of the Kazakh SSR, from the very first days in this position he 
supervised not only the activities of the Kounrad deposit and Ridder enterprises, but also the entire 
industrial sector of the republic, including non-ferrous metallurgy, coal and oil industries, power 
plants, railways, and transport systems. 

Kunaev accomplished especially much in the sphere of industrial development, with all its 
subsequent consequences, during his long period of uninterrupted leadership of the republic as First 
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan (1964–1986). This period, 
often called the “Kunaev era”, is remembered for its achievements, of which modern Kazakhstan is 
proud and which it continues to build upon successfully. Within the framework of this study,                           
we proceed from the understanding of Kunaev as a prominent Kazakhstani politician and Soviet 
party-state leader, who was one among many builders of the socialist motherland, a product of his 
time, characterized by the coexistence of the most contradictory processes and events in the life of 
both his native republic and the Soviet Union as a whole – of which he was himself a significant 
representative and leader. 

One of the objectives of this research is to demonstrate that it was precisely the federal structure 
of the Soviet state – even if largely formal in nature – that gave it stability and became the source of 
its successes and short-lived triumphs. It was representatives of the Soviet Union’s republican party-
state elite, such as D.A. Kunaev, who ensured its development and stable existence, while 
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simultaneously laying the productive foundation for the future existence and growth of the country 
during the period of independence. 

 

Materials and Methods. In the course of this study, both the historical-genetic and historical-
comparative methods were actively applied. The historical-genetic method played an important role 
in explaining facts, identifying the reasons for their sequence, and helped reveal and interpret the 
peculiarities of the republic’s industrial-resource development depending on the events and processes 
unfolding in the Soviet Union. 

The historical-comparative method made it possible to determine both the common and the 
distinctive features in Kunaev’s style of managing the republic’s industrial development during his 
long tenure at the head of the Communist Party of the Kazakh SSR. Application of this method also 
helped to identify the levels of interaction between Kazakhstan’s leadership and Moscow, the stages 
of raising the republic’s status within the Soviet economy, and its role in the military-strategic plans 
of the Soviet state. 

The researcher also gave due attention to the concept of ethnic mobilization, which takes into 
account the presence of representatives of a particular ethnic group within the leadership of a structure 
dependent on an external center. This factor played a considerable role in the productive mobilization 
of the local population. On the one hand, this was a means of achieving the principle of ethnic 
representation and the practical embodiment of Soviet nationality policy; on the other, it was a way 
to encourage cooperation between the indigenous population and the authorities. 

In addition, methods of qualitative sociology were employed: discourse analysis of texts and 
speeches of leaders of the USSR and the Kazakh SSR, as well as personal sources – memoirs, 
autobiographical materials, and interviews with D.A. Kunaev and his contemporaries. 

The study also relied on materials from the Archive of the President of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan (AP RK) and the State Archives of the Russian Federation (GA RF, RGANI). Many 
documents related to the life and activity of D.A. Kunaev were discovered and processed within the 
framework of the research project “The Contribution of D.A. Kunaev to the Socio-Economic 
Development of Kazakhstan and the Preservation of Its Territorial Integrity”, and were used here for 
the first time in the preparation of this article. 

The largest body of documentary evidence concerning the activities of D.A. Kunaev as a party 
and state leader of Soviet Kazakhstan is preserved in the Archive of the President of the Republic of 
Kazakhstan, in Fond 708, “Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan.” Extremely 
informative and substantial in this regard are the archival units under the following headings: 
“Correspondence with the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the USSR, the Council of 
Ministers of the USSR, and the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR on key issues of state, 
economic, and cultural development”; “Correspondence with ministries, departments, and institutions 
of the USSR on key issues of state, economic, and cultural development”; “Resolutions of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan and the Council of Ministers of the Kazakh SSR”; 
stenographic records of various congresses of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan and plenums of 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan; as well as minutes of meetings of the 
Bureau of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Kazakhstan. 

The documents extracted from these archival units are directly related to issues of state, 
military-strategic, and socio-economic character, and to varying degrees reflect the role, participation, 
and position of D.A. Kunaev in their formulation and resolution. 

 

Discussion. The long career of D.A. Kunaev, as one of the leaders of the Soviet state, is, 
according to the British scholar Bhavna Dave, an excellent example of the preservation (or revival) 
of national identity in connection with the internationalist character of the Soviet system (Bhavna 
Dave, 2007). The phenomenon of the formation, strengthening, and institutionalization of national 
elites and their transformation into ruling strata in the national republics of the Soviet Union did not 
escape the attention of foreign, particularly Western, researchers. Interest in the national construction 
of the Soviet state was demonstrated at different times by G. Hodnett (Hodnett, 1975; 1978),                                      
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W. Cleary (Cleary, 1967), and especially T.H. Rigby, in a whole series of publications (Rigby,                                    
1968; 1970–1971; 1980; 1983; 1988). The judgments expressed by these scholars, despite their 
ambiguity, contribute both to the understanding of the very phenomenon of the “party-state leader of 
a Soviet national republic” and to the understanding of the personality of the Kazakhstani leader as 
well as the assessment of the scope of his activities. Among the more recent works by foreign authors, 
one should mention those by S. Keller (Keller, 2020) and A. Khalid (Khalid, 2021). Despite the 
importance of assessments of Kunaev’s personality and his role as the head of Soviet Kazakhstan, as 
well as analyses of the republic’s socio-political development during his rule, the degree of scholarly 
interest remains insufficient, and consequently, the study of his industrial policy and personal 
contribution to the industrial transformations of the republic remains underdeveloped. 

Among the works of Kazakhstani researchers on the “Kunaev era,” special mention should be 
made of studies on the evolution and continuity of political leadership by N.A. Abueva                                    
(Abueva, 2007), D. Ashimbayev and V. Khlyupin (Ashimbayev, Khlyupin, 2008), D.B. Kasymova 
(Kasymova, 2022), and K.V. Cherepanov (Cherepanov, 2023). However, these works do not provide 
substantial, scientifically grounded information on the issue of Kazakhstan’s industrial development 
in 1964–1986. To this day, the most comprehensive study dedicated to the results                                                                            
of Kunaev’s activities remains the monograph by B.A. Tulepbayev and K.U. Tulepbayeva “D.A. 
Kunaev – An Outstanding Statesman and Political Figure” (Tulepbayev, Tulepbayeva, 2006). This 
work, of course, relies on a wide range of sources as well as on Kunaev’s own memoirs and those of 
his associates, yet information about Kazakhstan’s industrial development and the role of the 
republic’s leader in this process requires significant additions, especially given the possibilities of 
broader use of archival material. The monographs of Z.G. Saktaganova (Saktaganova, 2017) and 
Zh.B. Abylkhozhin (Abylkhozhin, 1997; 2019), besides providing substantial statistical and 
economic material, also contain profound conclusions and assessments of both the nature and results 
of Kazakhstan’s economic and political development and the role of Kunaev’s activity as head of one 
of the largest Soviet republics. However, in the first case, the research ends in 1970, almost at the 
very beginning of the historical period of interest to us, and in the second, we note an excessively 
critical character, in our view, in the assessments and conclusions concerning the subject of our study. 

In Russian academic literature, a significant body of research has been developed on the party 
nomenklatura (Golovinova, 2011). There are also general works revealing the nature of political 
processes in the USSR that led to its collapse (Filippov, 2021; Cheshko, 2000), as well                                                    
as studies on the specifics of regional governance processes (Kishchenkov et al., 2021). However, 
these works are only indirectly related to the topic of our research, and Russian studies                                                
of socio-economic policy in Kazakhstan during the “Kunaev period” are practically absent. As a 
specific work touching upon the creation of the foundations of the military-industrial complex, 
reference should be made to the publication by G.G. Tishchenko, A.G. Onopko, A.A. Makunin, and 
A.T. Volkov (Tishchenko, et al., 1995). 

Relying on the works of our predecessors, and giving due credit to the facts, documentary 
evidence, and conclusions presented therein, we aim to demonstrate how D.A. Kunaev’s long-term 
constructive activity contributed to the industrial development of the republic and to its 
transformation into one of the most important industrial and resource bases of the USSR. 

–                                                      

an Industrial-Resource Base of the USSR 

The first industrial projects, carried out during the pre-war Five-Year Plans, predetermined the 
raw-material orientation of the republic’s industry. These included the Balkhash Copper Smelting 
Plant, the Chimkent Lead Plant, the Zyryanovsk Lead Plant, the Aktobe Chemical Plant, and the 
Achisai and Leninogorsk Polymetallic Combines. Such a structure of Kazakhstan’s developing 
industry is only partly explained by today’s fashionable colonial or post-colonial discourse. The 
republic’s main wealth – its mineral resources – made it simultaneously a beneficiary and a hostage 
of this “gift of fate.” While the exploitation of the riches of Rudny Altai had begun in the imperial 
period, the exploration and development of copper ore, iron-bearing minerals, and other rare and 
valuable resources in the central, western, and southern regions of Kazakhstan began only with the 


